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This legislation, as amended, is an-
other step toward ‘‘drought proofing”’
Southern California and also reduces
the region’s dependence on imported
water supplies, while providing limited
Federal assistance. I urge my col-
leagues to support this important
measure.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. CALVERT).

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, the Riv-
erside-Corona Feeder Water Supply Act
represents an important investment in
the water infrastructure in western
Riverside County, California, one of
the fastest-growing regions in this
country.

At a time when water demand con-
tinues to grow due to the West’s in-
creasing population, traditional water
sources have been confronted by a pro-
longed drought and other environ-
mental challenges. In fact, just last
week California water officials turned
off the huge pumps that send water to
Southern California from the Sac-
ramento-San Joaquin Delta to protect
a tiny imperiled fish. While the shut-
down is only scheduled to last a week
or two, it is a stark reminder that
Southern California must continue to
reduce its dependence on imported
water from the Delta and the Colorado
River.

The Western Municipal Water Dis-
trict provides water service to western
Riverside County and serves a popu-
lation of more than 600,000 people. The
purpose of the Riverside-Corona Feeder
water supply project is to capture and
store water in wet years in order to in-
crease Western’s firm water supplies,
provide a cost-effective water supply,
and improve water quality.

New wet year water will come from
local runoff, including regulated re-
leases from Seven Oaks Dam and the
State Water Project and stored in San
Bernardino groundwater basins. To de-
liver the stored water to consumers in
Western’s service area, the project will
provide for new groundwater pumping
and pipeline capability. As an addi-
tional benefit, the Riverside-Corona
Feeder will provide the means to con-
trol water tables, thereby reducing liq-
uefaction dangers in the Colton and
San Bernardino communities. Addi-
tionally, the project improves local
water quality as perchlorate and other
contaminants would be removed from
the basin when water is extracted from
the well heads via the Riverside-Corona
Feeder.

I applaud Western and our local
elected officials in Western Riverside
County for taking bold, proactive steps
in meeting our region’s current and fu-
ture water demand. In particular, I
would like to acknowledge the leader-
ship of Western’s General Manager,
John Rossi, as well as the Western
board members, Charles Field, Tom

Evans, Brenda Dennstedt, Don
Galleano, and Al Lopez. I also want to
thank my good friend GRACE

NAPOLITANO, the chairwoman of the
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Water and Power Subcommittee, for
her leadership and support of my legis-
lation.

I think it is crucial that we recognize
and assist communities that are work-
ing to reduce their reliance on im-
ported water, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support the Riverside-Co-
rona Feeder Water Supply Act.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1139, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CONJUNCTIVE USE OF SURFACE
AND GROUNDWATER IN JUAB
COUNTY, UTAH

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1736) to amend the Reclama-
tion Projects Authorization and Ad-
justment Act of 1992 to provide for con-
junctive use of surface and ground-
water in Juab County, Utah.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1736
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. CONJUNCTIVE USE OF SURFACE AND

GROUNDWATER IN JUAB COUNTY,
UTAH.

Section 202(a)(2) of the Reclamation
Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act
of 1992 (Public Law 102-575) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘Juab,” after ‘‘Davis,”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN)
and the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
CANNON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands?

There was no objection.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

The purpose of H.R. 1736, as intro-
duced by our distinguished colleague
from Utah (Mr. CANNON), is to amend
the Reclamation Projects Authoriza-
tion and Adjustment Act of 1992 to pro-
vide for conjunctive use of surface
water and groundwater in Juab Coun-
ty, Utah.
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H.R. 1736, when enacted, would au-
thorize a water resources feasibility
study for the city of Juab, Utah. This
study includes groundwater recharge
and management, as well as a review of
the joint use of surface water and
groundwater.

The assessment and evaluation of
current water resources is essential to
understanding the needs of the commu-
nity and the environment. H.R. 1736
seeks to provide the technical informa-
tion needed by the city of Juab.

I thank Mr. CANNON for his hard work
on this legislation and urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
1736.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 1736. I would
like to begin by thanking the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands for her
kind comments and background on this
bill.

H.R. 1736 passed the House of Rep-
resentatives last Congress, and I re-
introduced this legislation earlier this
year. This bill will benefit many of my
constituents by allowing Juab County
to become eligible for funding for con-
junctive use under the Central Utah
Project. Precious water resources in
Utah are highly valued and maximizing
existing water resources efficiently is
imperative.

The Bonneville Unit of the Central
Utah Project was planned to develop
and export water from the high Uinta
Mountains in the eastern part of the
State and bring it to the populated
Wasatch Front.

As originally planned, Juab County
would have received a large amount of
water. However, due to alterations in
the original plan, much of that water is
planned for use in the Wasatch, Utah,
and Salt Lake Counties. While efforts
will continue to identify and secure
substantial additional water supplies
for Juab, there are near-term steps
that can be taken to help the county
meet its current needs and growing de-
mands. This legislation will facilitate
one of those near-term steps.

H.R. 1736 will allow Juab County to
become eligible for funding for studies
and construction of conjunctive use
projects by amending the Reclamation
Projects Authorization and Adjust-
ment Act of 1992. Allowing Juab Coun-
ty to be eligible to receive funds under
the Central Utah Project Completion
Act will allow the county to maximize
surface water flows and groundwater
sources by storing flows in existing
aquifers.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1736.
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The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

CEILING INCREASE ON FEDERAL
SHARE OF WATER RECLAMATION
PROJECT

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1175) to amend the Reclama-
tion Wastewater and Groundwater
Study and Facilities Act to increase
the ceiling on the Federal share of the
costs of phase I of the Orange County,
California, Regional Water Reclama-
tion Project.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1175

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. CEILING INCREASE ON FEDERAL
SHARE OF WATER RECLAMATION
PROJECT.

Section 1631(d) of the Reclamation Waste-
water and Groundwater Study and Facilities
Act (43 U.S.C. 390h-13(d)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘paragraph
(2)” and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (3)”’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(3) The Federal share of the costs of the
project authorized by section 1624 shall not
exceed the following:

““(A) $22,000,000 for fiscal year 2007.

“(B) $24,200,000 for fiscal year 2008.

“(C) $26,620,000 for fiscal year 2009.

‘(D) $29,282,000 for fiscal year 2010.

“(E) $32,210,200 for fiscal year 2011.

“(F) $35,431,220 for fiscal year 2012.

“(G) $38,974,342 for fiscal year 2013.

“(H) $42,871,776 for fiscal year 2014.

“(I) $47,158,953 for fiscal year 2015.

“(J) $51,874,849 for fiscal year 2016.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN)
and the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
CANNON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 days to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands?

There was no objection.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would first like to
commend my friend and our colleague
from California, Representative LORET-
TA SANCHEZ, for her dedicated and hard
work on this legislation over several
Congresses.

The purpose of H.R. 1175, as intro-
duced by Ms. SANCHEZ, is to amend the
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Reclamation Wastewater and Ground-
water Study and Facilities Act to in-
crease the Federal cost share of phase
one of the Orange County, California
Regional Water Reclamation Project.

The project authorized by H.R. 1175
will supplement existing water supplies
by providing a new, reliable, high qual-
ity source of water to recharge the Or-
ange County Groundwater Basin and
protect it from further degradation due
to seawater intrusion.

I thank Ms. SANCHEZ for her efforts
on this legislation and urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
1175.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 1175 and yield myself
such time as I may consume.

The Democratic bill manager has
adequately explained the bill. This leg-
islation has been cosponsored by five of
my Republican colleagues, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mr. GARY MILLER of California,
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. ROYCE and Mr.
CAMPBELL of California.

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr.
Speaker, | rise in support of H.R. 1175, a bill
that | have introduced for two consecutive
Congresses. | am pleased to see that the bill
is on the Suspension Calendar today. | would
like to thank the House leadership for making
that happen.

H.R. 1175 would increase the ceiling on the
federal share of the Orange County, Cali-
fornia, Regional Water Reclamation Project—
from $20 million to $51,874,849. This project
will ultimately allow Orange County to com-
plete its innovative groundwater replenishment
system, which is designed to reuse advanced
treated wastewater to recharge the aquifer in
northern Orange County.

This aquifer is the primary source of drink-
ing water for over 144,000 families in Orange
County each year, serving about 2.3 million
residents from north and central Orange
County. This reclamation effort has the poten-
tial of creating a new water supply of 72,000
acre-feet per year.

The OC Groundwater Replenishment
Project is an innovative program which has
drawn national and international attention.
Many U.S. states and foreign nations—includ-
ing Japan, Korea, Taiwan—have come to Or-
ange County to look at our tertiary cleaning
system. They have observed that reusing re-
cycled water—especially important in the arid
west—will help preserve and recharge over-
drawn river and groundwater supplies, and will
help protect our environment from unexpected
scarcity of water.

What this bill does is to increase the federal
share of the project, bringing it closer to the
25 percent level, the level at which almost
every other reclamation project is funded in
the Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater
Study and Facilities Act of 1992 and the Rec-
lamation Cycling and Water Conservation Act.

The project is not just important to Orange
County, California, but also to the entire west-
ern United States. By recycling our own water,
we will not rely so heavily on the Colorado
River Aqueduct or water from the San Fran-
cisco Bay Delta.

Members from both sides of the aisle recog-
nize the need for this project and have been
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consistently supportive of this effort. | would
like to thank, in particular, my colleagues from
Orange County who are all original cospon-

sors of this bill. | appreciate their continued
support for this legislation, and this important
project.

Let me thank, again, the gentleman from
West Virginia, Mr. RAHALL, for his support, as
well as Ranking Member YOUNG, Sub-
committee Chairwoman NAPOLITANO and
Ranking Member MCMORRIS for their over-
whelming support of H.R. 1175.

Finally, let me thank Denis Bilodeau, Irv
Pickler, Virginia Grebbien, Philip Anthony,
Craig Miller, and everyone affiliated with the
Orange County Water District and Orange
County Sanitation District for their hard work
and leadership in groundwater treatment and
recycling. Their innovation has put Orange
County at the forefront of water recycling and
groundwater replenishment technology. | thank
them for all they continue to do for Orange
County.

| urge my colleagues to support this meas-
ure.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1175.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY
WATER RESOURCES CONSERVA-
TION AND IMPROVEMENT ACT
OF 2007

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 361) to amend the Lower Rio
Grande Valley Water Resources Con-
servation and Improvement Act of 2000
to authorize additional projects and ac-
tivities under that Act, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 361

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Lower Rio
Grande Valley Water Resources Conserva-
tion and Improvement Act of 2007"’.

SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL
PROJECTS AND ACTIVITIES UNDER
THE LOWER RIO GRANDE WATER
CONSERVATION AND IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM.

(a) ADDITIONAL PROJECTS.—Section 4(a) of
the Lower Rio Grande Valley Water Re-
sources Conservation and Improvement Act
of 2000 (Public Law 106-576; 114 Stat. 3067) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘(20) In Cameron County, Texas, Bayview
Irrigation District No. 11, water conserva-
tion and improvement projects as identified
in the March 3, 2004, engineering report by
NRS Consulting Engineers at a cost of
$1,425,219.
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